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2nd Annual National Law Summit: 
Michigan’s Hot Topics in Animal Law

By Steve Seman

As the Michigan Delegate for the 2nd Annual National Animal Law Summit held in     
 Seattle, Washington on Friday, August 12, 2016, it is my pleasure to inform my Ani-

mal Law Section colleagues of the wealth of knowledge gained by this experience.  While 
I was only able to participate as a faculty member of this Summit by teleconference, this 
did not detract from the knowledge derived from participating in this Summit.  One of 
the organizers of this conference is noted animal law lawyer, Adam Karp.

�e four hot topics in Michigan animal law that were the focus of my Summit Presen-
tation were as follows: 
1. Protection of animals in Personal Protection Orders

2. Introduction into the Michigan Senate of a bill outlawing Gas Chamber Euthanasia 
by animal shelters

3. Recent court ruling that allows for the use of Support Animals by witnesses 16-years-
old and younger when providing court testimony

4. Recent federal ruling that allows for the awarding of emotional and punitive damages 
for the wrongful killing of a family dog (and other animals by extension) during an 
illegal search and seizure.

Animals in Personal Protection Orders
As many of you are aware, after a long struggle, Michigan �nally enacted PA 94 of 

2016 that added companion animals who are entitled to protection from domestic abus-
ers when a Personal Protection Order is entered by a Family Court Judge.  It is now an 
accepted fact that often individuals refuse to leave an abusive relationship because of their 
justi�ed fear that their abuser will harm or even kill their companion animals out of anger 
or even spite toward their partner.  �is new Michigan law may go a long way to alleviate 
this legitimate concern.  

Proposed Bill to Outlaw Gas Chamber Euthanasia
�e second hot topic in Michigan that was discussed at the Animal Law Summit 

was the introduction of SB 403 into the Senate Agriculture Committee.  �is law would 
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Co-Editor’s Note

Welcome to the �rst issue of the Newsletter for 2017.  We are now in our 22nd 
year as a section.  �e Section had its initial o�cial meeting at the 1995 

State Bar of Michigan Annual Meeting.  Our Section is the �rst state-wide animal 
law section in the United States.

Our lead article is on the 2nd Annual Animal Law Summit in Seattle, Wash-
ington (held as the last issue went to print) by Steve Seman.  Steve writes about 
hot topics in Michigan animal law.  �is is the �rst part of a two part article.  �e 
second article will cover other states in the next issue.

We have articles on many other topics such as an update on the Nonhuman 
Rights Project (which we have been covering in recent issues), the recent Domestic 
Violence and Animal Abuse-International Conference in Sydney, Australia, Animal 
Law News (many short articles), the Brandi Award ceremony, recent Section news, 
and the �nancial report for the section.  Please see the calendar of recent events on 
page 19 to get an idea of the high level of interest in animal law across the country.

We continue to print the issue in all color including photographs and graphics.  
We are using better quality paper.  �is greatly increases the visual appeal of the 
Newsletter.  �e photographs are much clearer with this approach.

As always I will make my standard request: please remember that this is your 
newsletter, too.  Helpful articles are always needed.  In fact, if we can get one good 
main article for each issue, we can do the rest.  Please consider writing an article 
that will be of interest to your fellow Section members.

I have had several members suggest or volunteer articles and I am looking 
forward to these articles.  We will continue our occasional articles about individual 
member activities in animal law in the future.

I have been remiss in not getting the special 20th Anniversary issue out.  I have 
begun some work on the issue which should be out this year.  �is will be an 
important historical record of Section activities over the past decades and will show 
how far our Section and animal law has progressed in 20+ years.

Donald Garlit, Newsletter Co-Editor
donaldgarlit@yahoo.com 

Ha�y New Year 
�om the 

Section 
Council!
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2nd Annual Law Summit    continued from page 1

formally outlaw the abhorrent use of gas chambers for the 
purpose of euthanasia by Michigan Animal Control Shelters 
and mandate the use of lethal injection for all animals within 
their possession and control.  

�e common sense enactment of this legislation will sim-
ply recognize that all of the counties in Michigan have now 
disbanded the use of gas chambers in their animal control 
shelters; and will preclude the reintroduction of its use for 
any reason.

(Co-Editor’s Note: �is bill did not pass before the legisla-
tive session ended.)

Presence of “Support Animal” Now Allowed in 
Court Proceedings

�e third hot topic in Michigan animal law was the re-
cently published April 19, 2016 Michigan Court of Appeals 
decision in People v Johnson, Case No. 325857, that inter-
preted the Criminal Notice Statute that allows for children 
16-years-old and younger to be accompanied by a “support 
person” to instead have a “support animal” in their presence 
in lieu thereof.  �e defendant in Johnson, supra, appealed 
convictions of four counts of 1st Degree Criminal Sexual 
Conduct, and one count of 2nd Degree Criminal Sexual Con-
duct. �e appeal involved the defendant’s sexual contact with 
his 6-year-old niece from 2011 to 2014.  While babysitting, 
the defendant would take the victim into the bathroom or 
another room and sexually abuse her.

During the defendant’s trial, a black Labrador Retriever 
named Mr. Weeber was permitted without objection to 
accompany the six-year-old victim and her 10-year-old 
brother to the witness stand while they testi�ed.  On 
appeal, the defendant raised numerous arguments against 
the use of a “support animal.”  It should be pointed out that 
the statute used by the Prosecutor in this case only allows for 
the use of a “support person,” in courtroom proceedings. �e 
Prosecutor listed Mr. Weeber as a “canine advocate.”

�e Michigan Court of Appeals acknowledged that Mr. 
Weeber was not a “person” within the meaning of the ap-
plicable witness notice statute that allows for the use of a 
support or comfort person to assist a trial witness, who is 
younger than 16 years of age.  �e Court of Appeals ruled, 
however, that the use of a support animal, and Mr. Weeber 
in this case, was permissible as within a Court’s “inherent 
authority” to control courtroom procedures.

�e Michigan Court of Appeals also found no “Due 
Process of Law” violation; and in fact speci�cally stated that 
“Fortunately, our nation is a union of independent states,” 
and cited a California court decision that speci�cally found 
that “permitting a comfort dog to accompany a child victim 

to the stand during testimony can be considered less prejudi-
cial than allowing support persons.”  

 In this Michigan case, the Court of Appeals noted 
that Mr. Weeber was brought in by the victim and victim’s 
brother, and sat at their feet while they testi�ed.  �e Court 
of Appeals speci�cally emphasized that there was no inci-
dent when Mr. Weeber was visible to the jury, that he never 
barked, growled, or otherwise interrupted the proceedings.

�e Michigan Court of Appeals did advise Michigan trial 
courts with the following cautionary instruction:

. . . when the use of a support animal is requested, a 
trial court should allow its use when it is useful to the 
expeditious and eective ascertainment of the truth.  
In employing its discretion, the court should consider 
the facts and circumstances of each individual witness 
to determine whether the use of the support animal 
will be useful to the expeditious and eective ascer-
tainment of the truth.

Possible Awarding of Emotional and Punitive 
Damages for Wrongful Killing of a Dog

�e last topic that was addressed was the recent ruling by 
the federal Eastern District of Michigan Court. Judge Ger-
shwin Drain, in Moreno v Hughes, Case No. 14-CV-13829, 
issued a Pretrial Order on January 19, 2016 in response to a 
Motion in Limine �led by the defendant, State of Michigan. 
�is groundbreaking decision allows the plainti dog owner 
to recover emotional distress and punitive damages; over 
the shooting of a harmless family dog, who was shot in the 
face by a Michigan Department of Corrections Absconder 
Unit Investigator, who was executing a search warrant at the 
wrong house.  �e judge ruled that federal civil rights law 
may allow non-economic damages given that the shooting 
was a result of an illegal search and seizure. 

�is situation is dierent from the Michigan Court of  
Appeals decision in Koester v VCA Animal Hospital, 244 
Mich. App. 173 (2000) which was not a case involving a 
civil rights violation. Interestingly, the Koester case was in fact 
cited by the defendant in the Moreno case as the basis of their 
Motion in Limine, when the Attorney General’s O�ce ar-
gued that animals were personal property only; and that the 
fair market value of the shot dog was the applicable standard 
for the computation of damages in this case.  �e defendant 
argued that the jury was only allowed to award the plainti 
the diminution of value damages for their dog as a result of 
being wrongfully shot in the face by the defendant’s agent.  

More speci�cally in this case, the defendant’s o�cers en-
tered plainti’s backyard, when at the time that the plainti’s 
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58-pound dog named Chloe was just proceeding into the 
backyard through an open back door of the house; and sud-
denly and without warning the defendant’s agent shot Chloe 
in the face.  Chloe lost a portion of her tongue, a canine 
tooth, and endured three surgeries to repair the injuries to 
her face.

�e reason Michigan animal practitioners are interested in 
this ruling is because Michigan has been living in the shadow 
of Koester for over 16 years, and this is the very �rst case that 
allows a jury in Michigan to award damages that are not lim-
ited to personal property or fair market value considerations.  
However, it should be noted that this is a federal civil rights 
case with trial to begin in federal court in February.

In addition to federal § 1983 cases, federal courts in Michi-
gan have begun to allow plaintis to argue illegal 4th Amend-
ment search and seizure violations, as a predicate to the recov-
ery of damages in excess of purely compensatory damages.

It should be pointed out that the 4th Amendment illegal 
seizure, for killing of an animal, �rst gained recognition in 
2005, when the San Jose Chapter of Hells Angels sued the 
City and Police Department of San Jose over the random and 
wanton killing of dogs during a gang raid in 1998.

A federal district judge in that case ruled that “the Fourth 
Amendment forbids the killing of a ‘person’s’ dog . . . when 
that destruction is unnecessary.”  �e Hells Angels ultimately 
went on to recover a $1.8 million jury award.  It should also 
be pointed out that even Time magazine has picked up the 
issue of the “shooting of dogs by police,” and addressed this 
topic in its September 26, 2014 edition.

I had the opportunity to speak directly with the Royal 
Oak, Michigan lawyer who was identi�ed in this Time 
article, Christopher S. Olsen.  Mr. Olsen by the way is also 
plainti’s attorney in the Moreno case.

He has just recently �led another federal civil case entitled 
Nikita Smith and Kevin �omas v City of Detroit, et. al., over 
the Detroit Police Department’s shooting and killing of 
three family dogs. �e following are just some of the allega-
tions of this lawsuit.  �e Detroit Police Department o�-
cers while executing a search warrant, without any provoca-
tion repeatedly shot the plainti’s �rst dog who was placidly 
sitting at her feet.  �en these o�cers proceeded into the 
basement and shot and killed plainti’s pregnant female 
dog while she was cowering in the corner of the basement.  
Finally, these same o�cers shot and killed the plainti’s 
third dog who was just a puppy, by discharging a �rearm 
multiple times through a closed bathroom door, striking 
this dog who subsequently died on the bathroom �oor.  

Mr. Olsen, who started practicing law as a business 
lawyer, stated to me, “I wasn’t a dog shooting lawyer before, 
but I am now.” Mr. Olsen’s involvement in dog shooting 
cases has obviously had a transformative eect on the course 
of his law career.  

�e egregiousness of this dog killing has even been ad-
dressed by the United States Department of Justice, who 
have concluded that the shooting of dogs by police is a 
“national epidemic.”  In fact, “Dogs Shot by Police” is now 
a recognized national organization that has its own Face-
book Page.  

It should be pointed out that many dog training experts 
have voiced their opinion on this issue.  �ese experts are 
convinced that a police o�cer’s training to immediately 
take charge of a situation where dogs are present, is the 
very thing that sets a dog o.  �is reality has prompted the 
United States Department of Justice to rewrite their o�cer 
training manuals to prevent the unnecessary shooting and 
killing of family dogs.  

�is case, and other shootings of dogs by police in De-
troit, was (subsequent to Michigan’s Animal Law Summit 
presentation), the subject of an investigation conducted by 
Reason.com.  �is investigation revealed that an estimated 
10,000 pet dogs are shot and killed by police o�cers in this 
country every year.

�e investigation by Reason.com further revealed that 
two members of the Detroit Police Department have shot 
over 100 dogs during their combined careers.  In fact, one 
of these o�cers had already allegedly shot 39 dogs prior to 
his participation in this execution of the search warrant in 
the above-described Smith case.

�e above is a synopsis of Michigan’s presentation for 
the 2nd Annual National Animal Law Summit.  In a fu-
ture article in this Newsletter, I will address the hot topics 
addressed by other participating states to help discern if 
there are trends in Animal Law across the country that may 
provide some more direction as to where the Animal Law 
Section of the State Bar of Michigan should be focusing its 
attention. 

About the Author
Steve Seman has a solo general practice in Saginaw that 

covers most aspects of civil and business law.  He has been a 
member of several Saginaw County Commissions over the years 
as well as active in environmental and animal-related causes.  
Steve graduated from Michigan State University and the Wayne 
State University Law School.  He is a member of the Section 
Council of the Animal Law Section. 
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The Animal Law Section Newsletter has featured ongo-
ing updates regarding the Nonhuman Rights Project 

(NhRP) and its eorts to secure freedom for Leo and Hercu-
les, two chimpanzees who have been kept since their infancy 
in a research lab in miserable conditions, and Tommy, a 
chimpanzee who has been kept in a cage for decades at a used 
trailer lot.

Hercules and Leo
Hercules and Leo were the subjects of invasive research 

at Stony Brook University on Long Island in New York.  
When they were three years old, they were leased to Stony 
Brook University by the University of Louisiana New Iberia 
Research Center (NIRC).  NhRP has obtained documents 
that show that Hercules and Leo suered through numerous 
invasive medical procedures and administrations of general 
anesthesia.  �ese documents show that Leo’s heart once 
stopped while he was under anesthesia, and one of Hercules’ 
legs does not work normally.

For years, the NhRP has been working diligently to secure 
the chimpanzees’ release by seeking an Order to Show Cause 
pursuant to New York’s habeas corpus statute, which was 
granted by a New York trial court.  While the NhRP pre-
vailed on a number of critical arguments, the court dismissed 
the case because of an adverse New York �ird Department 
intermediate appellate court decision.  �e NhRP’s appeal 
has been pending since August 5, 2015.   

Even before the trial court’s decision, the NhRP had been 
negotiating with the involved parties to rehome the chimps 
to Save the Chimps, a sanctuary in St. Pierce, Florida, which 
has agreed to take them at no charge.  While Stony Brook 
University announced in late July 2015 that it would dis-
continue experiments on Hercules and Leo, the NIRC has 
refused to allow them to be transferred to the sanctuary.  

In May 2016, the NIRC announced that it would send 
Leo, Hercules, and the 218 other chimpanzees in its facility 
to the new Project Chimps sanctuary in Blue Ridge, Geor-
gia.  While some of the chimps were supposed to have been 

moved this summer, Project Chimps experienced problems 
getting a permit to operate in Fannin County, Georgia.  �e 
county expressed concerns about the organization’s viabil-
ity because private donations fund them.  However, in late 
August, the county commission voted to issue a permit to the 
Project Chimps sanctuary.

Concerned about the timeline for moving the chim-
panzees to the sanctuary, which both the NIRC and Proj-
ect Chimps agree could take three to �ve years, the NhRP 
continues to demand that Hercules, Leo, and other chimps 
be sent to Save the Chimps, the sanctuary that has agreed to 
take them in and care for them for life.  

Unfortunately, both the NIRC and Project Chimps are 
opposed to Hercules and Leo being moved to any sanctuary 
other than Project Chimps.  According to the NhRP, 

�e driving force behind NIRC’s refusal to allow Her-
cules and Leo  to go to Save the Chimps is not any 
concern for the well-being of the chimpanzees. It 
is, rather, NIRC’s concern for its own reputation, 
which is understandable, perhaps, given how poor 
its reputation is, and the numerous federal com-
plaints against NIRC alleging poor conditions and 
primate care.

As evidence for this 
assertion, the NhRP indi-
cated that it utilized a FOIA 
request to obtain documents 
showing that Project Chimp 
agreed “not to use any in-
�ammatory language or 
images about NIRC 
… No written or 
verbal messaging 
that negatively 
portrays NIRC 
will go out 
to media or 
any other 
sources.”

Update on Nonhuman Rights Project’s 
Efforts to Free Chimpanzees Leo, Hercules, 
and Tommy
By Ann Griffin
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In an open letter written by Steven Wise, NhRP Presi-
dent, and posted to its website in September 2016, he 
reported:

�e �rst anniversary of the oer of Save the Chimps—
a spectacular chimpanzee sanctuary in Ft. Pierce, 
Florida—to accept and maintain our clients, Hercu-
les and Leo, for the rest of their lives, and at no cost 
to anyone, is upon us.

I wish I could report that these two self-aware, au-
tonomous beings are ending their �rst year at Save 
the Chimps happily adapted to a new family group 
with whom they’ve been living on a large island. But 
I can’t. �e notorious New Iberia Research Center—
the owner (read “master”) of these two chimpan-
zees—has been consistently uncooperative, �rst with 
the Nonhuman Rights Project and then with Save the 
Chimps, to which NIRC made increasingly onerous 
legal demands that would have interfered with the 
sanctuary’s operational principles.

For now, Hercules and Leo continue to wait while the 
battle to secure their freedom wages on.

Source: http://www.nonhumanrightsproject.org/category/
court�lings/hercules-and-leo-case/

Tommy
In the 80s, Tommy starred in the movie Project X with 

Matthew Broderick.  He was also forced to perform for years 
in a circus.  When the entertainment industry no longer had 
need of him, he was forced to live in a cage at Patrick Lavery’s 
used trailer lot in Gloversville, New York.

As it has done on behalf of Hercules and Leo, the NhRP 
has been �ghting on Tommy’s behalf in New York courts.  
On December 2, 2015, the NhRP �led a new lawsuit and 
request for an Order to Show Cause on Tommy’s behalf with 
the New York County Supreme Court.  �e request was 
denied on December 23, 2015 by Justice Barbara Jae, the 
same justice who decided the Hercules and Leo case.  Justice 
Jae deferred to the �ird Department intermediate appel-
late court’s prior decision in Tommy’s case and noted that the 
new suit did not raise any su�ciently distinct allegations or 
grounds than those included in the �rst petition.  

On February 12, 2016, the NhRP reported that it had 
learned that Tommy had been moved “some months ago” to 
a roadside zoo in Michigan.  �e NhRP currently believes 
that Tommy is being kept at the DeYoung Family Zoo in 
Michigan, but there is no conclusive proof that he is there.  
USDA inspection records show that the zoo had one chim-
panzee in July 2015 and two in November 2015.  �e zoo 
has responded to questions about Tommy by denying any 
knowledge of him or saying “no comment.”  Lavery will say 
nothing about his whereabouts, but he does maintain that 
Tommy is still alive.

And because, legally, Tommy is property, neither the zoo 
nor Lavery have any legal obligation to disclose his where-
abouts. 

�e NhRP is doing all that it can to con�rm Tommy’s 
whereabouts, including hiring a private investigator, and is 
evaluating options for securing his freedom.  It has already 
decided that its habeas corpus strategy would not work well 
in Michigan “for a number of reasons.”

�e NhRP had delayed �ling an appeal for fear that 
Tommy had been moved beyond New York courts’ jurisdic-
tion.  However, on October 28, 2016, the NhRP �led an 
appeal on Tommy’s behalf with the Appellate Division, First 
Department in Manhattan.  �e court has scheduled the case 
for oral argument in January 2017 (with the speci�c date yet 
to be assigned).  �e court will consider the following issues:

Does the capacity to bear duties and responsibilities 
have any relationship to being deemed a “person” for 
the purpose of demanding a writ of habeas corpus un-
der the common law of New York and CPLR Article 
70, as articulated for the �rst time in Anglo-American 
law by the �ird Judicial Department in Tommy’s 
�rst case in 2014?

Did the lower court err in failing to consider the pe-
titioner’s a�davits demonstrating that chimpanzees 
have the capacity to bear duties and responsibilities 
after the �ird Department in Tommy’s �rst case in 
2014 took judicial notice that chimpanzees do not?

Is a chimpanzee a “person” for the purpose of com-
mon law habeas corpus as a matter of common law 
equality?

Source: http://www.nonhumanrightsproject.org/category/
court�lings/tommy-case/ 
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Co-Editor’s Note: �e news below includes brief summaries 
of important or newsworthy items of interest.  We chose these 
as being of most interest to our members.  Many items are now 
appearing in the legal and national press and not all can be 
included.

You will see that several items cover situations in countries 
other than the United States.  Improving conditions for animals 
is achieving worldwide interest.

 Additionally, we continue to discuss recent cases which have 
involved dog attacks and animal cruelty which have resulted in 
serious charges against the owner/guardian.  It appears that pros-
ecutors are taking these situations much more seriously especially 
when there is a past pattern of dog aggression or animal cruelty.

DNA Evidence Clears St. Clair County Dog
Belgian Malinois Jeb, a service dog, who works with dis-

abled veteran and guardian, Kenneth Jobs, was found standing 
over a neighbor’s dead Pomerian named Vlad on August 24, 
2016 in St. Clair County.  He was ordered euthanized as a dan-
gerous dog.   District Judge Michael Hulewicz then ordered a 
stay in October so Jeb’s family could conduct a DNA test.  �e 
test revealed that DNA samples taken from Vlad were not Jeb’s.  
He was released to his family in early November.

Source is the Detroit Free Press at: http://www.freep.com/
story/news/local/michigan/2016/11/02/jeb-dog-dna-pomeranian-
job/93204642/

New Jersey Senate 
Votes to Ban 
Elephant Circus 
Acts with Nosey’s 
Law – Bill Goes to 
Assembly 

�e New Jersey Sen-
ate approved Nosey’s 
Law in late October to 
ban elephant circus acts 
by a vote of 32-5.  �e 
bill now is in the Assem-
bly for hearings as part of 
the 2016-2017 session.  
Nosey the elephant is a 
traveling circus elephant 
performer who has al-
legedly been subject to 
abuse in the past. 

Source about Nosey is the Save Nosey Now website: 
http://savenoseynow.org/

Source about vote and status is New Jersey Legislature 
website at: http://www.njleg.state.nj.us/bills/BillView.asp

Merel the Dog Helps Kids Testify in Court in 
Ontario – First Dog to Help in Child Witness 
Program in Province

Merel is a facilities dog in the London, Ontario Fam-
ily Court Clinic and the �rst such dog in the province of 
Ontario.  Court personnel have said her presence has helped 
immensely when scared children are called to testify.  She 
will put her head on a child’s lap or lay next to the child to 
provide some comfort during testimony.  

Source is �e Dodo at: https://www.thedodo.com/dog-
court-kids-2077829203.html?utm_medium=email&utm_
campaign=111416&utm_content=111416+CID_c4b6f42d456
938f18df03788a5a8f81d&utm_source=Campaign%20Monitor

Justice the Dog, Victim of Animal Cruelty, is 
Adopted and Stuffed Dog Likeness of Him 
Available for Sale

Justice, victim of animal cruelty, has now been adopted and 
is beginning his new life with new guardians.  His mouth was 
taped shut among other things.  Some civil liberty advocates 
questioned the sentencing requirement of a DNA test for his 
abuser as they considered it an invasion of privacy.

�e Windsor/Essex 
County Humane Society 
in Canada created a 
stued dog that looks 
like Justice including 
his characteristic white 
snout scar where his 
mouth was taped shut.  
�e initial run of three 
hundred stued dogs 
has been sold out with 
proceeds going to fund 
cruelty investigations.  A 
second run is planned for 
mid-March 2017 with 
pre-orders being taken 
now.     

Source is Windsor/
Essex County Humane 

Recent Animal Law News

Photo Credit: Windsor/Essex 
County Humane Society

A stuffed Justice with his white snout scar resulting from abuse.
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Society at: http://windsorhumane.org/product/justice-plush-toy/
(We reported on Justice in the Spring and Summer 2016 

issues.)

California Bans the Use of the Bullhook on 
Elephants

Governor Brown of California signed a bill into law in 
late August that will ban the use of the bullhook and other 
control devices on elephants beginning in 2018.  California is 
now the second state to ban the bullhook with Rhode Island 
being the �rst.  �e bill also prohibits displays of bullhooks 
and other control devices such as baseball bats and ax handles 
in front of elephants. 

�e law provides for civil penalties and license revocation.  
Interestingly, Governor Brown had vetoed a similar bill in 
2015 which criminalized the use of the control devices.

Source is Reuters at: http://www.reuters.com/article/us-
california-elephants-idUSKCN1150ET

California Bill Signed to Allow Bystanders to 
Break Window if Dog in a Hot Car is in Imminent 
Danger 

California Governor Brown approved a law which allows a 
bystander to break a window if a dog in a hot car is in immi-
nent danger, without fear of criminal or civil penalties.  �e 
bystander must call law enforcement �rst.  If law enforcement 
is late in arriving, then the bystander may break the window to 
rescue the dog if the dog is in imminent danger.

According to the Sacramento Bee, Brown also vetoed a 
bill that would have expanded the situations where someone 
could be charged with the death of a guide or service dog.  
Brown stated the existing law covered such circumstances al-
ready and the new law “would add to the scope of the current 
penal code” which is “convoluted.”  (Sacramento Bee only 
accessible by paid subscription.)

Source is Los Angeles Times at: http://www.latimes.com/
politics/essential/la-pol-sac-essential-politics-updates-gov-brown-
signs-bill-allowing-people-1474753773-htmlstory.html

EU Top Court Rules: No Exceptions to Ban on 
Sale of Cosmetics Tested on Animals

�e European Court of Justice ruled that even if testing 
on animals for cosmetics was done outside the EU and was 
required by a country’s laws, sale was still prohibited within 
the EU.  �e EU bans all animal testing for cosmetics.  �e 
ruling was made in late September.

Source is Phys.org at: http://phys.org/news/2016-09-excep-
tions-cosmetics-animal-eu-court.html

Taiwan will End Cosmetics Testing on Animals 
in 2019

�e ban on animal testing for cosmetics will begin in 
2019.  It does not apply to imported products.

Source is ClearlyVeg at: https://www.clearlyveg.com/
blog/2016/11/03/taiwan-passes-legislation-end-animal-test-
ing-2019

High Court in Spain Rules against Bull Fighting 
Ban in Catalonia

�e Constitutional Court of Spain (responsible for the in-
terpretation of the Constitution) has ruled against the 6 year 
old ban on bull �ghting in Catalonia, an autonomous com-
munity in Spain comprised of 4 provinces.  �e ruling stated 
that bull �ghting was “enshrined in the cultural patrimony” 
of Spain.  �e court did rule that regulations of the practice 
are permissible.  

Any further appeal will need to be made to the European 
Union courts.

Source is �e New York Times at: http://www.nytimes.
com/2016/10/21/world/europe/spain-bull�ghting-ban-catalan.
html?_r=0  
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Quebec Court of Appeals Allows Montreal Pit Bull 
Ban to Go into Effect

�e Quebec Court of Appeals overruled a stay issued in 
the Superior Court of the Montreal pit bull ban enacted in 
late September.  �e ruling was made in early December.  
�e ruling to allow the ban will stay in eect until the Court 
of Appeals decides the case on its merits.  �e Montreal 
SPCA is appealing the original ban passed by the city of 
Montreal.

Source is Animals 24-7 at: http://www.animals24-7.
org/2016/12/02/quebec-court-of-appeals-allows-montreal-pit-
bull-ban-to-take-e�ect/

Supreme Court of Brazil Bans Vaquejada, a Form 
of Rodeo

�e Supreme Court of Brazil has banned vaquejada 
(a form of rodeo popular in northeast Brazil) involving 
mounted horsemen tossing bulls on their backs in a speci-
�ed area by pulling their tails.  Both bulls and horses can be 
badly injured in the sport.  �e Court ruled that the activity 
is a form of animal cruelty and in violation of the Brazilian 
constitution.

Many protests have followed as a result of the decision.  
�ere are over 2,000 vaquejada events in Brazil each year. 
Proponents of vaquejada believe that it is a regional cultural 
practice and provides employment for many participants.  

Source is �e Wall Street Journal at: http://www.wsj.com/
articles/brazil-high-court-rules-against-cowboys-making-sport-of-
pulling-bulls-tails-1475874436

Two Judge Panel of the Supreme Court of India 
Bans Jallikattu (Similar to Pamplona’s Running of 
the Bulls) and Bullock Cart Racing

�e Animal Control Board of India prohibited the 
practice of jallikattu and bullock cart racing since 2007.  Jal-
likattu is an activity where a bag of money is tied between the 
horns of bulls and crowds chase the bulls for the money bag.  
Hundreds of participants may surround and torment the 
bulls during jallikattu events.

Jallikattu has been an 
election issue and the Animal 
Control Board of India was 
overruled by a ministry earlier 
this year and the practice was 
reinstated.  Members of the Ani-
mal Control Board appealed to 
a panel of the Supreme Court of 
India and the panel upheld the 
Animal Control Board consider-
ing the practice a form of animal 
cruelty.  An appeal is expected 

although the Supreme Court of India is unlikely to overrule 
the panel.

Proponents of jallikattu have claimed it is a form of 
religious or cultural expression and provides entertainment 
to many.  On the issue of entertainment, Justice Misra wrote: 
“You better play computer games for entertainment.”

Source is Animals 24-7 at http://www.animals24-7.
org/2016/11/19/what-if-the-u-s-supreme-court-ruled-rodeo-
unconstitutional/

Desmond’s Law Approved in Connecticut – 
Provides Voluntary Animal Advocates in Cases of 
Animal Abuse

�is bill was introduced in Connecticut after the tragic 
death of a companion dog named Desmond who was a vic-
tim of abuse in a continued domestic violence situation.  �e 
perpetrator admitted his acts.  He was convicted and partici-
pated in an accelerated rehabilitation program and his record 
was expunged.  Desmond’s law will provide animal cruelty 
cases with court-appointed, volunteer animal advocates on 
a case-by-case basis and hopefully will prevent cases like this 
from occurring in the future in Connecticut.  �e bill took 
eect in October 2016.

Source is the New Haven Register at: http://www.nhregis-
ter.com/general-news/20130411/ex-branford-man-avoids-jail-
time-in-dog-killing-case?viewmode=default

And State of Connecticut legislative website at: 
https://www.cga.ct.gov/asp/cgabillstatus/cgabillstatus.
asp?selBillType=Bill&bill_num=HB-5344

Neglected Puppy is “Derivative Contraband” and 
Does Not Have to be Returned to Guardian

�e Superior Court of Pennsylvania ruled that a neglected 
dog is “derivative contraband” under civil forfeiture laws and 
does not have to be returned to his owner/guardian.  Defen-
dant allegedly committed animal cruelty against Luke the 
dog and the dog suered a shattered shoulder.  Testimony 
at trial was con�icting (witness changed her story) and de-
fendant was acquitted.  He then demanded the dog back.

Civil forfeiture laws have 
a lower standard of proof 
and Luke had clearly suered 
neglect after the shoulder was 
shattered.  �e Animal Legal 
Defense Fund assisted the 
local prosecutor in maintain-
ing that Luke was derivative 
contraband as a result of the 
neglect he had suered and did 
not need to be returned to his 
owner/guardian.
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�is is an innovative strategy to remove an animal from a 
situation where he or she is suering from neglect or worse.

Luke has since been adopted into a happy home.
Source is the Animal Legal Defense Fund at: http://aldf.

org/blog/pennsylvania-court-neglected-puppy-does-not-have-to-
return-to-his-abuser/

Battle Creek Man Sent to Prison for Dog Death
David Hursley according to Battle Creek Police hit a 

dog named Obi whom he was caring for with a baseball bat 
multiple times and shot him/her with a pellet gun.  Hursley 
claimed that the dog had bit a friend.  He dragged the dog 
to the back porch.  Battle Creek Police then shot the dog 
because of the extent of the dog’s injuries.  It appears that the 
fact of the dog biting the friend was not disputed.

Hursley went to trial and was convicted of felony animal 
torture and a misdemeanor for cruelty to an animal.  �e 
jury found him guilty and he was sentenced to between 3 
years and 10 months and �fteen years.  �e �fteen year maxi-
mum sentence is possible as Hursley is a habitual oender 
with numerous felony and misdemeanor convictions.

�is is another example of prosecutors and the courts tak-
ing animal cruelty charges very seriously.

Sources are the Detroit Free Press at: http://www.freep.com/
story/news/local/michigan/2016/10/28/man-sent-prison-dog-
beating-case/92896744/ and http://www.freep.com/story/news/
local/michigan/2016/09/16/battle-creek-man-convicted-dogs-
torture/90479060/

and the Inquisitr at: http://www.inquisitr.com/2780015/
david-hursley-eight-time-convicted-felon-facing-animal-cruelty-
charges-in-michigan/

and the Battle Creek Enquirer at: http://www.battlecreek-
enquirer.com/story/news/local/2016/02/10/man-arrested-beat-
ing-shooting-dog/80167030/

Argentine Court Issues Writ of Habeas 
Corpus for Chimpanzee

Judge Maria Alejandra Mauricio of the 
�ird Court of Guarantees in Mendoza, 
Argentina granted a writ of habeas corpus to a 
chimpanzee named Cecelia in early November.  
However, this decision has some important 
dierences from a writ of habeas corpus in 
the United States.  It does not set Cecelia free 
although it may expedite her transfer to a more 
appropriate living situation at a sanctuary in 
Brazil which has agreed to take her.

�e decision does not grant “personhood” 
as the Nonhuman Rights Project is at-
tempting to gain for certain chimpanzees 
in the United States (see article elsewhere 
in this issue).  Rather it recognizes 

that under Argentine law animals have some rights derived 
from human obligations.  Judge Mauricio gave a newspaper 
interview about the case and stated that the decision does not 
mean that Cecelia now has civil rights as these are reserved 
for humans.  She has her own rights to live in an appropriate 
environment.

Interestingly, a similar writ was issued in Argentina in 
2014 for orangutan Sandra who still remains in a zoo in 
Buenos Aires.  She is in a dierent situation as no zoo or 
sanctuary has agreed to take her as she is a hybrid orangutan 
(combination of two species of orangutans).  She has always 
been captive, too.

Source Animals 24-7 at: http://www.animals24-7.
org/2016/11/08/argentinian-court-grants-zoo-chimp-a-writ-of-
habeas-corpus/

President Obama Issues Executive Order to 
Expand Animal Abuse and Cruelty Charges at 
Overseas US Military Bases

Animal abuse and cruelty charges against US military per-
sonnel in the United States generally are charged under the 
applicable state law.  However, no such provision has existed 
for personnel in overseas bases as US state law does not apply 
internationally.  However, personnel could be charged with 
“other disorders and neglects” and subject to court martial.  
Crimes related to animals were not called out separately in 
the Uniform Code of Military Justice.

�ere have been some notorious cruelty situations con-
ducted by US military personnel in recent years.  Of course, 
that is no dierent than the types of crimes against animals 
committed by civilians.

�ese crimes are now identi�ed speci�cally in the Uni-
form Code of Military Justice in an Executive Order issued 
by President Obama in late October 2016.  Penalties can 

include bad conduct discharges and 1 to 5 years in 
prison among others.

Source is the Humane Society of the 
United States at: http://blog.humanesociety.org/
wayne/2016/10/obama-signs-executive-order-closing-
animal-cruelty-loophole-u-s-military-bases.html

Ohio Court of Appeals Rules that 
Recovery of Damages Not be 
Limited to Fair Market Value of 
Dog and Remands Case to Lower 
Court to Consider Other Factors

Kingston the dog was attacked by 
another dog named Nino and owned 
by another person.  (Ironically Nino is 
Kingston’s father.)  Veterinary cost to 
repair the injuries which included three 
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broken legs exceeded $10,000.  �e lower court in Toledo 
limited damages to the “fair market value” of Kingston and 
determined that amount as $400.

Kingston’s owner/guardian then appealed.  �e Ohio 6th 
District Court of Appeals ruled that other factors could be 
considered in the award amount and remanded the case back 
to the lower court.

�e Court of Appeals noted:

[W]e cannot ignore the growing number of courts 
outside of Ohio which have awarded veterinary ex-
penses for injuries caused by attacks from other dogs 
and grooming or kennel injuries. Further, some states 
have enacted statutes allowing recovery for economic 
damages such as veterinary expenses for injured pets. 
In addition, various courts and law review articles 
have discussed the plausibility of reclassifying com-
panion animals under a ‘semi-property’ classi�cation 
suggesting such terms as companion property, or sen-
tient property.

Some commentators have stated that this ruling recogniz-
es dogs as sentient property which could allow for emotional 
damages in certain cases.  However, based on the words 
above, it appears that viewpoint is only dicta in the case.  
�ere will be much discussion about this case in the future.  

Source is Care2 at: http://www.care2.com/causes/dogs-are-
worth-more-than-mere-fair-market-value-rules-ohio-appeals-
court.html

and Animal Legal Defense Fund at: http://aldf.org/blog/
ohio-appeals-court-rules-dogs-are-worth-more-than-fair-market-
value/

Crush Video “Film Maker” Found Guilty of 4 
Federal Counts and Sentenced to 5 Years – 
Previously Sentenced to 50 Years in Texas Case

(Note that we have reported on this case previously in 
the Summer 2016, Spring 2016, Spring 2015, and Summer 
2014 issues.)

Crush video “Film Maker” Brent Justice was sentenced to 
5 years on Federal charges of making and distributing “crush” 
videos in late August (after the prior issue of the Newsletter 
went to print).  �is is in addition to a 50 year sentence on 
Texas animal cruelty charges.  �e sentences will be served 
concurrently.

Co-defendant and “Performer” in the �lms, Ashley Rich-
ards, previously pleaded to Texas and Federal charges.

Source is Houston Chronicle at: http://www.chron.com/
news/houston-texas/article/Man-heads-to-prison-for-making-
crush-videos-eos-9171252.php 

Visit our Website 
http://connect.michbar.org/animallaw
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A small but determined group of organizations and indi-
viduals in Australia are tackling one particular animal 

protection issue head on: pets of domestic violence. I saw 
�rst hand how powerful this group is when I was invited to 
speak at the Domestic Violence and Animal Abuse – Inter-
national Perspectives annual conference in Sydney, Australia 
in November 2016. 

�e conference was hosted by Lucy’s Project, an organi-
zation created by Anna Ludvik after her beloved �rst child 
Lucy was stillborn. With a desire for Lucy’s name to give 
back, since 2013 the organization has acted as an umbrella to 
bring dierent organizations together in Australia to work to-
ward improving the lives of families with animals �eeing do-
mestic violence.  Lucy’s Project, with its annual conferences, 
raises awareness about the co-occurrence of violence toward 
animals and humans, helps families with pets get to safety, 

and funds studies and early intervention programs. But most 
of all Lucy’s Project is a catalyst for bringing together like-
minded organizations and people all over Australia (and even 
New Zealand) to shine a light on the dark world of how pets 
are often also the victims of interpersonal violence. 

�e conference in November brought an international 
perspective of best practices to Australia. I spoke about a 
program that I created called Sheltering Animals & Families 
Together (SAF-T)™ (www.animalsandfamilies.net), which has 
become a global initiative assisting domestic violence shelters 
to create on-site pet accommodations. �e SAF-T Program 
is a solution to “Link” crimes as it allows the entire family 
to seek safe shelter and reduce the occurrence of returning 
to the abusive home to care for pets left behind. Currently 
there are about 100 shelters in the US, Australia, Canada and 
New Zealand using the program. I also spoke about another 

United States Animal Programs are Helping 
Australia’s People and Animals

By Allie Phillips

Conference Organizers Dr. Lydia Tong and Anna Ludvik flank International Speakers Allie Phillips, 
Frank Ascione, and Freda Scott Park
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program that I created called �erapy Animals Supporting 
Kids (TASK) that educates criminal justice and child pro-
tection professionals about volunteer therapy animal teams 
where dogs, cats and other animals help maltreated children 
and child witnesses going through the court system. �e 
program provides a sense of security to children in the adult 
court system and helps to unlock what they know. �e TASK 
Program is also growing extensively throughout the United 
States and I was honored to speak about the program at the 
International Animal Assistance Conference in May 2016 in 
Prague, Czech Republic.

Other speak-
ers at the Sydney 
conference included 
internationally 
recognized Link re-
searcher Dr. Frank 
Ascione who spoke 
about the current 
state of research on 
the co-occurrence 
between violence to 
animals and people.  
Dr. Freda Scott Park 
from Scotland, a 
veterinarian, spoke 
about progress and 
programs in the 
United Kingdom 
and how veterinar-
ians are becoming 
more involved in 
helping pets of do-
mestic violence. 

�ere were 
about 60 people in 
attendance (remem-
ber that Australia’s 
population is about 
7% of the United 
States population) at 
the conference. It was clear that everyone in attendance was 
actively working on this topic, creating programs in their 
localities, and raising awareness. �e active participation of 
the attendees was unlike anything I had seen at a confer-
ence (and I have been teaching extensively at conferences 
since 2003). �ere were domestic violence professionals, 
child protection professionals, animal protection profes-
sionals, veterinarians, attorneys, and others coming together 
for a common cause. 

Australia is a very large country (place it over a map of 
the contiguous 48 states and it almost covers the entire US 
land mass). But the animal protection movement has been 
small and slow. To see a group of dedicated professionals 
come together on this issue and put together a working 
plan going forward was a clear message that Australia will 
be a country at the forefront of tackling the problem of 
families with pets caught in the cycle of domestic violence. 

To learn more about Lucy’s Project and their eorts, 
please visit www.lucysproject.org and join their Facebook 
page. 

Article photos are courtesy of Allie Phillips.

Allie (Back) at The Chatswood Cat 
Palace’s Café Purrfection in Sydney, 

Australia with Patch (Front)

Allie Phillips (L) with Deborah Field (R), Australian Animal 
Protection Attorney holding Allie’s book
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Representative Robert Kosowski was recognized for 
promoting animal-friendly legislation at a November 1 

ceremony at the SBM Building in Lansing. �e Animal Law 
Section presented Rep. Kosowski with the Brandi Award, 
which recognizes a person in the legal or legislative profession 
who has used that position to make an outstanding contribu-
tion to animal welfare. 

His nomination was based on his sponsorship of various 
bills in the Michigan legislature designed to promote animal 
welfare. Of particular note, Rep. Kosowski introduced House 
Bill 4478, which allows companion animals to be included 
in personal protection orders for domestic violence victims. 
�e bill was enacted and signed into law as PA 94 of 2016, 
eective August 1, 2016.

He has a keen interest in the protection of vulnerable 
animals and people, especially children. To that end, he has 
worked closely with the Animal Law Section and has sought 
our advice to identify and prioritize gaps in state law and 
how best to address these issues through legislation. 

 �e Section presented the award at a luncheon ceremony 
in the Roberts P. Hudson Room which was attended by his 

sta, Section members, State Bar sta and Michigan Sen. 
Steve Bieda, himself a former Brandi award recipient. Section 
Treasurer Donald Garlit presided over the award presenta-
tion, noting that the Section’s work can be seen as a social 
justice movement, which can be enhanced by actions that 

Section Presents State Representative Kosowski 
with Brandi Award at SBM Ceremony

By Bee Friedlander

(L-R): Award Recipient, Representative Robert Kosowski, 
Reneé Hermanowski (Rep. Kosowski's Legislative Director), and 

Senator Steve Bieda (prior Brandi Award recipient)

 (L-R): Brandon Scott, Tracy Sonneborn, Renee Hermanowski (Legislative Director for Rep. Kosowski), Donald Garlit, Bee Friedlander, 
Award Recipient Rep. Robert Kosowski, Peter Cunningham (SBM Director of Government Relations), Anna Scott, and Kieran Marion.  
All in photo not identified by organization are Animal Law Section members.



This is a summary of the Animal Law Sec-
tion’s �nancial status as of September 30, 

2016 (12 months of the Fiscal Year).  �e 
purpose of this summary is to report on our 
�nancial results, assure the members that the 
Animal Law Section is operating and maintain-
ing a sound �nancial status, and con�rm that 
your Section dues are being spent responsibly and 
for appropriate purposes.

Membership totaled 265 members on September 
1, 2016.  We are not a large section although far from 
the smallest within the State Bar of Michigan.  Note 
that in the 2014-2015 FY, 54% of State Bar of Michigan 
sections had less than 800 members.  (Based on very pre-
liminary information, it appears that membership numbers  
will remain at a similar level in the 2016-2017 FY.)  

Revenue through September is $4,785.
Expenses through September totaled $5,839.
Primary expenses were the 20th Anniversary Annual 

Meeting and Conference of $1,306 (total expenses of 
$1,471 with expenses incurred in the prior FY) which 
included room rental, food, gift cards to speakers many of 
whom were law students, and conference-call capable tele-
phone – held in October 2015; the 2016 Annual Meeting 
of $728 – held in September 2016; and two issues of the 

Newsletter costing $1,603.
Other expenses included $80 for the 

Listserv (service now ended and transferred 
to SBM Connect as of the end of Novem-
ber 2015), Wanda Nash Award ceremony 
at MSU College of Law of $165, com-
mittee conference calls of $186, postage 
and supplies of $12, credit card fees of 
$9, Sadie Award honorarium of $250 

to SASHA Farm, student awards total-
ing $500 to the two Wanda Nash Award 

recipients, honorarium of $250 to the Ani-
mal Legal Defense Fund for Joyce Tischler’s 
attendance and talk at the 20th Anniversary 
Annual Meeting, and a $750 grant for a 

display table (at the Great Lakes Animal 
Welfare Conference) for Attorneys for 

Animals (our Section’s predecessor organization) and their 
Animal Welfare Fund Project.  

�e present fund balance is $11,071; a decrease of 
$1,054 from the prior FY yearend balance of $12,125.  

Respectfully submitted,

Donald Garlit, Treasurer
January 2017
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Treasurer’s Report 
2015-2016 FY (12 Months Ended September 30, 2016)

help both animals and people, as demonstrated by Rep. Ko-
sowski’s work. Garlit added that the Brandi Award is earned 
and is never “won” or “given.” 

Rep. Kosowski, whose 16th House District includes 
Wayne and Westland, thanked the Section and his legislative 
aide, Reneé Hermanowski  (who received the Section’s 2013 
Wanda Nash Award when she was a law student at WMU 
Cooley Law School), and mentioned that he even thought 
his dogs, �orton and Sadie, have started paying more atten-
tion to him since his work with animal welfare legislation.

 As a Brandi Award recipient, Rep. Kosowski may des-
ignate a nonpro�t organization to receive a $250 donation 
from the Section. He has selected C.H.A.I.N.E.D., Inc., 
whose mission is “to enhance the lives of 24/7 chained/

outside dogs, providing life-enhancing supplies & services.” 
(Website: http://www.chained2011.org/main.html; Facebook 
page: https://www.facebook.com/chainedinc2011/) 

�e Brandi Award was established in 2000 and is the 
oldest of the Section’s awards. It was �rst awarded to the late 
Hon. Kaye Tertzag, Wayne County Circuit Court, who ruled 
in 1997 that a case seeking non-economic damages for the 
death of Brandi, a companion dog should proceed. �e Sec-
tion Council selects the Brandi recipient based on nomina-
tions by Animal Law Section members and a recommenda-
tion by the Awards Committee.  

�e Section will be working with Representative Ko-
sowski in the new legislative session and we look forward to 
continuing a productive partnership. 

Section Presents ...    continued from page 15
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Nominations Open for Major State Bar Awards

State Bar Nominations are now open for major State Bar of Michigan awards 
that will be presented at the September 2017 Annual Meeting in Detroit.

�e Roberts P. Hudson Award goes to a person whose career 
has exempli�ed the highest ideals of the profession. �is award is 
presented periodically to commend one or more lawyers for their 
unsel�sh rendering of outstanding and unique service to and on 
behalf of the State Bar, given generously, ungrudgingly, and in 
a spirit of self-sacri�ce. It is awarded 
to that member of the State Bar of 
Michigan who best exemplifies that 
which brings honor, esteem, and respect 
to the legal profession. �e Hudson Award 
is the highest award conferred by the Bar.

�e Frank J. Kelley Distinguished Pub-
lic Service Award recognizes extraordinary 
governmental service by a Michigan attorney 
holding elected or appointed o�ce. Created 
by the Board of Commissioners in 1998, 
it was �rst awarded to Frank J. Kelley for 
his record-setting tenure as Michigan’s 
chief lawyer.

�e Champion of Justice Award 
is given for extraordinary individual 
accomplishments or for devotion to a 
cause. No more than �ve awards are 
given each year to practicing lawyers 
and judges who have made a signi�-
cant contribution to their community, 
state, or the nation.

�e Kimberly M. Cahill Bar Leader-
ship Award was established in memory 
of the 2006-2007 SBM president, who 
died in January of 2008. �is award will 
be presented to a recognized local or af-
�nity bar association, program, or leader 
for excellence in promoting the ideal of professionalism or 
equal justice for all, or in responding to a compelling legal 
need within the community during the past year or on an 
ongoing basis.

�e John W. Cummiskey Pro Bono Award, named after 
a Grand Rapids attorney who was dedicated to making legal 
services available to all, recognizes a member of the State Bar 
who excels in commitment to pro bono issues. �is award car-

ries with it a cash stipend to be donated to the charity of the 
recipient’s choice.

�e John W. Reed Michigan Lawyer Legacy Award was 
introduced in 2011 and is named for a longtime and beloved 

University of Michigan Law School 
professor and Wayne State University 
dean. �is award will be presented peri-
odically to a professor from a Michigan 
law school whose in�uence on Michigan 

lawyers has elevated the quality of legal 
practice in the state.

All SBM award nominations are due by 5 
p.m. Friday, Feb. 17, 2017.

The Liberty Bell Award recipient is se-
lected from nominations made by local and 

special-purpose bar associations. �e award 
is presented to a non-lawyer who has made 
a signi�cant contribution to the justice sys-
tem. �e deadline for this award is Monday, 
May 12, 2017.

An awards committee co-chaired by 
Lori A. Buiteweg and SBM Vice President 
Jennifer M. Grieco reviews nominations 
for the Roberts P. Hudson, John W. Reed, 
Champion of Justice, Frank J. Kelley, Kim-
berly M. Cahill, and Liberty Bell awards. �e 
SBM Pro Bono Initiative Committee reviews 
nominations for the John W. Cummiskey Pro 

Bono Award. �ese recommendations are then 
voted on by the full Board of Commissioners 

at its April meeting.
Last year's non-winning nominations will automatically 

carry over for consideration this year. Nominations should 
include su�cient details about the accomplishments of the 
nominee to allow the committees to make a judgment.

Any SBM member can nominate candidates for awards. Ap-
ply online or download application forms. Cummiskey Award 
nominations can be directed to Robert Mathis at rmathis@mail.
michbar.org; all other nominations can be submitted to Joyce 
Nordeen at jnordeen@mail.michbar.org.       
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Animal Law Section News
Section Annual Meeting

�e Section’s Annual Meeting was held on September 
24, 2016.  Most existing Section Council members as well 
as new ones attended in person or by teleconference.  �e 
election for Council members was held.  Two Council mem-
bers have had to resign since September due to other time 
commitments.  �e list of present Council members is shown 
on page 2 of the Newsletter.  Several Section members also 
attended.

Section Council members Sara Chisnell and Tom Boven 
were term-limited and replaced on the Council by Chris 
Iannuzzi and Brittany Taratuta.  �e Council thanked both 
term-limited members for their work and participation in 
Section activities.  (Co-Editor’s Note:  Sara wrote a number 
of articles on the pit bull issue for the Newsletter.)  Don Gar-
lit especially thanked Tom Boven for his work and his wise 
counsel over the years.  Tom has been a Section member 
from the beginning of the Section.

New SBM President Larry Nolan stopped in during the 
meeting to introduce himself.  He told Council members to 
contact him if any assistance was ever needed.  He was told 
that the SBM sta has always been very helpful to the Sec-
tion.

We will be putting Council meeting minutes on the Sec-
tion’s pages on the SBM website in the future.

Facebook Page for Section
�e Section has a public Facebook page. 

Be sure to “Like” the page and invite your 
friends to join. Please check the page often 
for animal law and Section news as well as 
events of note. We’ll be posting often!   

https://www.facebook.com/Animal-Law-
Section-of-the-State-Bar-of-Michigan-1671014726460307/?ref
=bookmarks

Section Awards Committee and New Animal 
Advocate Awards

(Co-Editor’s Note: I’m sure that you will enjoy Tracy Son-
nenborn’s animal-related references in the article below.  Lawyers 
and puns, they just go together!)

A new committee was hatched in 2016 to focus on the 
ALS’s award activities.

�e charge of the newborn Awards Committee is to 
improve the ALS’s processes in soliciting award nominations 
and to increase awareness and publicity of the awards and 
their recipients. Pedigree Committee Chair Bee Friedlander’s 
initial litter includes committee �edglings Brittany Taratuta, 
Rebecca Wrock, and gelding Tracy Sonneborn.

�e overarching purposes of the various ALS awards are 
to recognize and call the public’s attention to best-in-show 
actions by animal advocates and to highlight the need for 
legal reforms and monetary support for measures to protect 
animals in Michigan.

�e committee has suckled on the questions of how to 
simplify the selection of award recipients by the ALS leader-
ship and thought outside the litter box on how to make the 
ALS and the work of award recipients more visible.

In particular, the Awards Committee recommended sni-
ing out prominent community venues for award ceremonies 
that would naturally attract the attention of media and other 
players in the animal welfare �eld.

For example, the committee has explored the possibil-
ity of marking Lansing’s Potter Park Zoo as the territory for 
the upcoming Sadie Award ceremony. At such an attractive 
community facility, the ceremony could be a newsworthy 
event for the Zoo and the Ingham County Animal Shelter, in 
addition to shining a light on ALS, the award, and the eorts 
and actions of the recipient.

Finally, the committee has recommended rolling out 
a signi�cant number of occasional ALS Animal Advocate 
Awards, to be issued as the ALS leadership deems appropriate 
in order to recognize heroic or signi�cant actions that ad-
vance the interests of animals in Michigan. Nominations for 
Animal Advocate Awards from ALS members will be enthusi-
astically received (nomination forms forthcoming). 
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�e State Bar of Michigan has received information 
about a recent e-mail scam targeting attorneys around the 
country. �e scam e-mail indicates that a disciplinary com-
plaint has been �led against the recipient attorney and directs 
the attorney to click a link to review the complaint. If you 
receive an e-mail like this seeming to come from the State 
Bar of Michigan, the Michigan Attorney Grievance Com-
mission, or the Michigan Attorney Discipline Board, delete 
it immediately. Do not open the e-mail and do not click on 
any links in the e-mail. An e-mail of this kind is never valid: 
the Michigan Attorney Grievance Commission serves griev-
ance complaints by physical mail only, and the State Bar of 
Michigan does not handle any disciplinary matters.

�ese scam e-mails are an attempt by hackers to obtain 
sensitive information from bar association members. �ese 
e-mails often contain dangerous "ransomware" links. If you 
click on the link, the hackers are then able to seize your data 
and electronically lock it up. You are then asked to pay a 
ransom to obtain a key to unlock the data.

�e State Bar does not have information that this recent 
e-mail scam has aected its members, but there was a similar 
e-mail scam threat to our members in June (http://www.mich-
bar.org/news/newsdetail/nid/5328).

If you think your e-mail account has been compromised, 
change your password immediately. 

State Bar of Michigan Member Advisory: 
E-mail Scams Targeting Bar Association Members



February 3, 2017
Presentation of Brandi Award stipend to 
C.H.A.I.N.E.D., Inc., by Rep. Robert Kosowski, 11 
AM, Michigan Humane Society Berman Center for 
Animal Care, Westland, Section members welcome 
to attend

March 3, 2017 
8th Annual Animal Law Conference of the Illinois 
State Bar – Chicago or On-line Course – few details 
available at this time

March 14, 2017
 Animal Law & Enforcement/Animal Shelter 
Symposium at the Georgia State Bar (Atlanta) by 
Animal Law Source 

March 18, 2017
California Animal Law Symposium on Marine Life 
– location not announced – probably Golden Gate 
University School of Law – student-run symposium 
– few details available at this time

April 7, 2017 
Animal Law Institute presented through the Animal 
Law Section of the State Bar of Texas – very few 
details available at this point

October 13-15 2017
25th Animal Law Conference, Animals, Law & 
Culture in Portland, Oregon - few details available 
at this time – registration begins June 1, 2017

Upcoming Events



Animal Legal Lifeline Toll-free Number for Referrals: (866) 211-6257

Like us on Facebook - 
Animal Law Section of 
the State Bar of Michigan




